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Opening Statement

. First, gentlemen, I have an announcement before going to
your guastiuns. o

It is with the deep sense of not only official regret but per-
sonal regret that I announce the resignation of Secretary of State
William Rogers, efTective Sept. 3.

A letter which will be released to the press after this con-
fesemce will indicate my appraisal of his work as Secretary of
tate.

I will simply say 2t this time that he wanted to leave at the
conclusion of the first four years. e

He zgreed to stay on because we had some enormously im-
portant prchlems coming up including the negotiations which
rssuited in the end of the war jn Vietnam, the Sovier summit.
the European Security Conference as well as in other areas,
Latin America and in Asia where the Secretary of S:ate as you
know has bzen quite busy over these past eight months.

As he returns to private life we will not only miss him in
ierms of his official service but I shall particularly miss him
bzcause of his having been through the vears a very close per-
sonal friend and adviser. That personal friendship and advice,
.bowever, I hope still to have the benefit of and I know that I will.

As his successor I shall nominate and send to the Senate for
confirmation the name of Dr. Henry Kissinger.

Dr. Kissinger will become Secretarv of State, assume the
cuties of the office after he is confirmed by the Senate.

I trust the Szcate will move expeditiously on the confirma-
ion hearings beczuse there are a number of matiers of very
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steat importance that are coming up. There are, for exarcple,
some matters that might even involve some forsign travel by

Dr. Kissinger that will have to be delayed in the event that the
Senate hearings are delaved.

Dr. Kissinger’s qualifications for this postv.I think are well

known by all of you ladies and gentlemen as well 2s those
inoking to us and listening to us on television and radio. -
He will retain the posiftion, after he becomes Secretary of

i

2 other words he will have .somewhat a perallel relationship to
ne White House which George Shuliz has. George Shultz as vou
know is Secretary of the Treasurv but is also an assistant to
the President in the field of economic affairs.

The purpose of this arrangement is to have a closer coordina-
tion between the White House and the departments and in this
czse beiween the White House and the National Security Affairs,
~he N.S.C. and the State Department. which carries a major load
:n this area.

And alsc another purpose is to get the work out in the de-
anments where it belongs and I believe that this change in
nis respect of Dr. Kissinger moving in as Secretary of State and

retaining the position as Assictant to the President for
cnai Sszcuritv Affairs will serve the interest not only of
coardination but 2lso of the interesis of an effective foreign
policy. "

I =ill simply say finally with regard to Secretary Rogers
hat i an leok back on what I think 2nd I suppose it is a2 self-
aiement, dbut I will sav it about him rather than about

moment. one of the most successful eras of foreirn
any Acdministraiion in history. an era in which we end-
sl war in America’s history. 2n era in addition
o build a structure of peace. particularly
at powers, the People’s Republic of China
but

1. where before there had been nothing
5 a1 semelimies very, very diffice!t controntaiion.

iate, of assistant to the President for national security afiairs.
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We stil! have a lang way 10 go. Thire are trovhie spuis in
ideast, otliers, Southeast Asia which we could
go into in det But as Seccretary Rogers looks bzek on his
years, four and a halfl yewrs of service as Secretary of Sizte. he
can be very proud that he was one of the major architects of
what I think was a very successful foreign policy.
And now we'll o to the question. 1 think, AP
3
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Questions

"White House Tapes

Nixon: AP, Miss Lewin, has the first question.

Q. On Walergate you hLave said that disclosure of 1he tzpes
could jeopardize and cripple the posiure of the presidency.
Question. If disclosure carries such a rick, why did you make the
tapes in the first place and what is your reaction to survevs that
show three out of four Americans believe vou were wrong to make
the tapes?

A. Well, with regard to the questions as 1o why Americars
feel we were wrong to make the tapes, that is not particularly
surprising. I think that most Americans do not like the idea of
the taping of conversations and, frankly, it is not something that
particularly zppeals to me. As a maiter of fact that is why when
1 arrived in the White House and saw this rather compley situa-
tion set up where there was 2 taping capacity not only in the Pres- -
ident’s office, the room outside of his office, but also in the
Cabinet room and at Camp David 2nd in other areas, that T had
the entire system dismantled.

. It was put into place again in June of 1970 becavse my
advisers felt it was important in terms particularly of national
“security affairs to have a record for future years that wouid be
an accurate one, but a record which would only be disclosed
at the discretion of the President, or according to directives that

he would set forth.

As you know, of ceurse, this kind of czpability not only exisied
during the Johnson administration, it also existed in the Ken-
nedy Acministration, and I can see why both President Johnson
and President Kennedy did have the cazpazbility becsuse. not
because they wanted to infringe wpon the privacy of anvhody
but because they felr that they bad some obligation particujariv
in the field of foreign policy and some domestic areas 1o have a
record that would be accurate.

As far as I'm concerned, we now do not have that capability
and I 2m just as bappy that we Gon’t. As 2 marter of fzct, I
have 2 practice whenever I'm not too tired at night, of diciating
my own recollections of the day. I think that perhaps will be the
more accurate record of history in the end. 1 think we'll go to
the U.P. now and then we’ll come to the television....

Gray Warning

Q. Oz July 6, 1972 you were wzmed by Partrick Gray vou
were being mortally wounded by some of your top aides. Can vou
explzin why vou didn’t ask who thev were. and why. wha: was
going on? :

A. Well, in the telephone conversation that vou refer to that
has been. of course, quite widely reported in the press as
as on television, Mr. Grav said that he was concerned 1har as
far 2s the investization that! he nag resnonsibiis 1or. 1na: shme
of my 10n zides were not cooperatinc. Whether the term used

.

wes “morrally wounded™ or nat. 1 do not know. Some b-neve
that it was. Some beiieve that it wasn't. That iz irrelesasn:. He
could have said thar.

The main point. however, [ astied him wheiher or nui he nzd
ciscussed thic mearter with Generz! Walters because | knew

thar there had been meetinzs between General Walters rops
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ter of the F.B.L
! Walters avreed
=3 and 1 told him to 30
tisatinn, ta which ke has
that with that kind of directive to
¢ purpese of carrving out the

the individuals were concerned, 1
; dividuals that he was referring to involved this
he C.LA. .
I asked him the Walters question. When he clear-
t farward with the investigation and he must
nat it was a very good investization bzcause when
2me down to the Senate for confirmation the next year,
im about his investigation and he said he was very proud
e said it was the most thorough investigation that had

o

a
taken place since the assassination of President Kennedy,
he could defend it with enthusiasm and that under the cir-
znces, therefore, he had carried out the directive that I

Hcldeman's Access

Q. Assistant Attorney General Henry Patersen has testiSed
that on April 15th of this year he met with you and warned you
at that timz there might be enough evidence to warrant indict-
=nts 23ainst three of your top aides, Messrs. Ehrlichman,
Haldzman and Dean. You accepted their resignations on April
39 calling Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman two of the finest
pudiic servants you kave known. After that you permitted Mr.
FzlZzr2n after he had left the White House to hear confidential
tz2=s of conversations you had had in your office with Mr. Dean.
My question is why did you permit a man who you knaw might
be indicted to hear those tapss which you new will not parmiz
e American public or the Federal prosecutors handling the case
]?

A. The only tape that has been referred to, that Mr. Halde-
mzn has listenad to, he listened to at my request and he listened
tat tape that was the one on Sept. 15th, because he had bzen
s=nt and was there. T asked him to listen to it ir order to be

at as far as any allegations that had been made by Mr.
21 with regard to that conversation, I wanted to be sure that
wzre 2bsolutely correct in our response.

That's all be listened to. He did not listen to any tapes in
which only Mr. Dean and 1 had participated. He listened oaly
13 the tape on Sept. 15, this is after he left office, in which he
hzd participated in the conversation throughout.

>

Firm on Teopes

Q. Mr. President. one of the lingering doubts about vour
Cezial of any involvement in (Watergate), is concerning vour
fafiure 10 make the tapes available, either to the Senate commit-
tee or the special prosecutor. You've made it perfectly clzar you
dez't intand to relesse those tapes. .

A. Perfectly clear?

Q. Perfectiy clear, but is there any way that vou could have
group listen to tapes and give a report so that that might
¢ public mind?
con’t believe first that it would satisf the public mind,
ouldn’t. The second point is that as Mr. Wright, =ho
e case. I uncerstand, very well before Judge Sirica
moming, has indicated to have the tapes listened to—he
ated this also in his brief—either by a prosecutor or by 2
J22z¢ or i1 ccmerc or in any way would violate the principle
of o entiality. and I believe he is correct.

t is why we are standing firm on the proposition thar
agree to the Senate committee’s desires to have,

A
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a5 Mz Wright did in this arge
i

=nt this morning, any com.
tiality. Let me explain very
2refully that the principle of conflidentiality either exists or it
't exisi. And once it is compromised, nnce it is kauwn that
sation that is held with the President can be subject tc
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sulpcena by a Senate committee, by a grand jury, by 1
prosecutor, and be listened to by anyone, the principle of con-

fidentiality is thereby irrenarably damugad.

incidentally, let me say that now that tapes arenolonzer beir
made I suppose it could be argiued what difference does it make
now, now that these tapes are also in the past. What is involvec
is not only the tapes, what is involved, as you ladiss and gentle-
men well know, is the request on the part of the Senate commnittes
and the special prosecutor as well, that we turn over Presi.
dential papers, in other words, the record of conversations with
the President made by his associates. Those papers and the
tapes as well cannot be turned over. without breaching the prin-
ciple of confidentiality. It was President Truman that mada
that zrgument very effactively in his letter to a Senate committee
for his resporse to a Congressional corzmittee, a Houvse commit-
tee, it was, in 1953 when they asked him to turn over his papers.
So whetker it is a paper or whather it’s a tape, what we have to
bear in mind is that for a President to conduct the affairs of this

. office and conduct effectively, he raust be able to do so with the

principle of confidentiality intact. - R

Otherwise, the individuals who come to talk to him, whether
it’'s his advisers or whether it’s a visitor in the domestic field
or whether it’s someone in a foreign field, will always be speaking
in a eunuch-like way, rather than laying it on the line. It has to
be Iz2id on the line if you’re going to have the creative kind of
discussions that we have often had and have been responsible
for some of our successes in the foreign policy period, particularly
in the past few yvears. ;

;‘;’xcgrﬁdef and MacGregor

Q. Mr. President. could vou tell us who you personally
talked to in directing that investizations be made both in Junz
of 72 after the Watercate incident and last niarch 21, when vou

Eol new evicznce and ordered a more intensive investication?

A. Cermzinly. In_June 1 of course talked to M-, MacGregor
firsi of 2}l who was the new chairman of the commitiee. He told
me that be would conduct a thoroush investization as far 25 his
entire commirtes staff was concerned. Apparentlv that investi-
gation was very effacriva excent for My Macoider swha staved on,
but Mr. MzcGregor does not have to assume responsibility for
thaz, I sav not responsibility for it because basically what hap-

ned there was that he balieved Mr. Magruder and many others

ieved ®im, too. He proved, however, to ba wrong.

2 te House, the investization’s responsibility wer
gixen ta M- Fhelichman at the hishest Jevel 2nd. I8 Iurn &
delecared tham o Mz Deon the White House counsel, some
l‘piv.:- cf which T wag agare and of which 1 annroved. Mr. L’“'i:..
2s_Whita House counsel thersfore sat in on the F.B.L. interro-
gztions of the members of the White House staff because what
I wanied to know was whether any member of the White House
siafl was in eznv wav involved. If he was invoived. he would bs
zzd.

And when we met on Sept. 15 and again throughout ou-
ciscussions in the month of March, Mr. Dean insisted there
was not—and | used his words—a “scintilla of evidence” in-
cicaiing that anvone on the White House staff was involved in
the planning of the Watergate break-in.

Nag ir terms of z{tar March 2ist, Mr. Dean first was siven
the responsihilizy ta wrire hiz own report but I did pot rest i
thera—1 2'sy bhad a cgatagt made with the Attornev Geaneral

e
2

o
1

himmsel? o4 Ariqtney Conera! Klsindianzr 1pid him—1his was
on the 27ch of Moarch—1g renors 10 me directly pnyvihine thar oty
fornd 3z this pacricular area, and I zave the resoonsibilicy to
Niz_Fo-iebman op the 29th of March to continue the investiea-
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was unzble to conclude. havinzg <nznt a
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~zxrot leaving it yust to them.
1 met at great length with
D%m Ar. Mitchell on the

~".'.1‘: st

o At + kgt oc fax

Qwn_activilies were cor

Mr. Ehrlichman, Mr. Haldeman,
22d. T discussed the whole matter
sm T Yent pressine for the view that 1 had bad th-ouch-
1. 3hzt we ponst get this siorv out, get the truth out, whatever
-2 =hoever it's coing to burt, z2nd it was there that Mr. Mitchell
:ted that all the tndividuals involved in the White House
zr in en executive session before the Ervin committee.

We never got thet far. But at least that was, that's 2n Ln"’ -
:ztion of the extert ol my own Investization.

I think we'll go to Mr. Lisagornow.

Ritchell Teshmony

Q. Mr. Pre:xoent, you have said repeatedly that you
iz3 to get all fzcts and just now you mentioned a March 22nd
e=ting. Yet former Attorney General John Mitchell said that
cu had ever asked him at any time about the Watergate mat-
Ee would have told you the whole story chapter e.nf‘ verse.
Wes Mr. Mitchell not spﬁa]-.mt' the truth when he said that be-
zre the committee?

A_ \o Mr. L-<==vor I’m not go.na to quest:o‘l Mr. M.tchel] s

e

= M= Mitchell, Mr, ? ‘itchell. ina te‘ephone call that 1 had with
immedizately after it occurred, expressed great chagrin
a2 he bad par min 2 ticht enowch shop and that some of the
s, 2c he czlled them, got invelved in this kind of act‘nty,
ek ka knew to bs very, vamv embarrassing to—apart irom Its
iv—to the czmpaizn
brouchnut T was expectinz Mr. Mitchell to tell me in the
thzt he was involved or thzt anvbody else was. He did not
: me. I don't blame him for not telling me. He’s given his
ns for not telling me. I regret that he did not; because he’s
- right—had he told me I would have blown my stack. Just
cid at Ziegler the other dav.
Ye'll get you next, M. Rather.

-

‘e

.
e 1

"
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Responsibility
Q. Mr. President. How much personal blame do you accept
7= ikz climate in the VWhite House and of the re-election com-
izz== for the abuses of Watergate?
A. Taccept 1t all.

Judge Byrne
i

M:. President. 1 want to stzte this guestion with due
to vour oliice but also as cirectly as....
That would be unuesual.
I'd like 10 think not. It concemns....
“Only...voure always respactful. Mr. Rather.
Q. It concerns the events surTounding Mr
a2nd on Cne Occesion veur own contact with the judge in
t2zon pzper case. Judgze Byrne. As I understand your own
jor of evenis In puTiing wgether vour statement with
Z.‘x chman’s tesiimony a2nd what is currently said, what
< here is soraetime latz in March. on March 17, 1 believe
vou fr=t found out about the break-in at the psychia-
ica of Mr. E’.x.:;._.e thar vou asked to have that looked
you later, I think in late April. tzlked with Atter-

'ndiﬂ—'s: to inform the judge. Now, my question
the Pentacon p=D-="< tri z‘ was gomr o... ’\1:

Ehrlichman’s

"\f:\\

B DU m T1 TS DARG 1A mmme (= 2t Pagelt Gy wE miC

vou're & l._--_ ver 'cnd given the sfatz of tle situation and what
3

you éid, could you give us some season why the Amcrican peo-
ple 5h.’1uzun t believe that that was 2t least 2 subtle attempt to -
bribe the ]Jd«e in that czee and it gave «#t lezst the appearance

of a lzck of moral Jeadership?

A. Well I would say thz cnly past of your =tz
& !‘_pa accurate is that Jin a lawyer.
ther, lel me say with regard to the secret meeting that we had
h the judge that as he said, I met the judze bri-:ﬂy-——::!ler all,
I had eppoin .’.ed him to the pr-:xtinn«] nret him for perhaps one
minute ouhszde my door here in full view cof the whole White

tement thet is
New, beyond that, Mr.

House stalf and everybody who wanted to see.
1 asked him how he liked his job. We did not discuss the
czse. And he went on with his meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman.

Now why did the meeting with Mr. Ehrlichman tzke place. Be-

cavse we had determined that Mr. Gray could not be confirmed,

es you will recall. We were on a search for a director of the F.B.L

Mr. Kleincienst had been here, and 1 asked him what he would

TE o-'-]end with regard to 2 director and I laid down certain
alifications.

T said T wanted a man p,cfe.ab]y with F.B.I. experience and
preferably with prosecutor’s experience. And preferably, if pos-
sible, a Democrat, so that we would have no problem on confirma-
tion. He said the man for the job is Byrne. He s2ys he's the best
man. I said, are you, would you recommend him? He szid, yes.
Under those circumstances, then, Mr. Ehrlichman called Mr.
Byrne. He said under no circumstances will we talk to you, he,
Eb-lichman will talk to you, unless if he felt that it v~ou1d in
any way compromise his handling of {the Ellsberg case,

Judge Byrne made ihe decision that he would talk to Mr.
Ebrlichman, and he did talk to him privately, here. And on
that occasion he talked to him privately. The case was not dis-
cussed at all. Only the question of wheiher or not at the conclu-
sion of this case Mr. Byrne would like to be considered as direc-

rofthe F.B.L

I understand, incidentally, that he told Mr. Ehrlichman
tkat he would be interested. Of course, the way the things broke,
eventually we found enother name wilh somewhat the same qual-
ificeticns, elthough in this case, not a judge, in this case, a chief
of police with former F.B.L experience.

Now, with regard to the Ellsberg break-in, let me esplain
that in terms of that 1 discussed that on the telephone with Mr.
Henry Petersen on-the 16th of April. It was on the 1Sth of April
hezt I learned that the grand jury was going away from some of
its Watergate investigation and moving into national security
areas. -

I told Mr. Petersen zt that time about my concern about the
security areas and particularly about the brezk-in as far as the
Elisberg case was concerned. And then he ecked me a very criti-
cal question, which vou as 2 nonlawver will now understand, and
lewvers probzably will i0o. He said, was any evidance developed
out of this investigation, out of this brezk-in, and I said, no, it
was a drv hole. He said, good. Now what he meant by that wes
that in view of the fact that no evidence was developed 2s the
result of the break-in. which is incidentally, illegal. unauthorized
as far as I was concerned, and completely depiorable, but since
no evidence was developed, ihere was no requirement that it
be presented to the jury that was hearing the case.

That was why Mr. Petersen, 2 man of impeccable credenrials
in the law enforcement field, did not a2t that time, on the 1&th
2t a2 time when I told him zbout. that 1 had known about the
Elisberg break-in, say, ‘Let’s present it then to the grand jury’
because nothing had been accomplished. nothing bhad been
obizained that would taint the case.

It wes epproximsately 10 cays iater that Mr. Kleindienst came
in end said that afler a review of the =situation in the prosecu-
tor’s office in Waeshingzton in which Mr. Petersen had ziso
participated that they believed that it was best that we bend
over backwards in this caese and send this record ot the Elisberg
breek-in even though there was no evidence obiained from it
that could have affected the jury one wayv or a2nother. send ir 10
the judge

COSVERL=T V2 L ONTIT 8 e, DUARIED v ol
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de that recorarznd

It was done. Ir
just the way that I'v
or not 1t had an effect on the
Loowl Ar least as far as we know, Mr.

ed it to you, and
al outcome, 1 do
rg went free, this

of the factors, but that is ’."*e exp'.anation of what
-nzd. and obvicusly you in your cermmentary tonight can
ning you want to it. I hope you will be just as fair
‘2 &5 | try to be in giving you tl.e answer. But I know

e 0O

Confidence in Agnew

Q. Mr.
:-':-'_° \ize Pre
I noied some press speculation to the effect that I have
---:3&3&(3 confidence in the Vice President and thsrefore 1

President, wkat is the state of your conf:
esident at this point in time?

=nce in

e this question, because I want to set the record straizht.
cd confidence in the integrity of the Vice President when
zd 2im as Vice President when very few knew him, as
v recail, back in 1998 knew him pationally.
“'\ confidence in his integrity has not been shaken, and in
iz has been s..ren'fthened by-his courageous conduct and his
evan though he’s controversial at times, as 1 am, dver the
sur 2nd a half years and so I have confidence in the integ-
tze Vice President and particularly in the parformance
duties that he has had as Vice Pressident, and 2s a
e for che P-esxdent.

A : .
= would consider it improper, I would consider it improper
== to comament on those charges and I shall not do so. But
I =azke a comment on another subjact that I think reeds to
cc=mented upon and that is the outrageous leak in informa-
fom either the grand jury or the prosecutors or the Depart-
{ Justice or all three—and incidentally I'm not going to
r=ponsibility on all three till I have heard from the
- General who at my request is making a full invsstiza-
215 2t the present time.
I'= not going to put the respoansibility—but the leak of
zticn with regard to charges that have been made zgainst
Fresident and leaking them all in the press, conviciing
ividual, not only trying him but convicting bim in the
&s znd on television before he's had a chance to present
czse in court is completely contrary to the American tradi-
2. Even a Vice President has a right to some, shall I say
ration in this respect, let alone the ordinary incividual.
3 I will say this, and the Attomey- General I know has
e of this fact, any individual in the Justice Departmeant
:he prosecutar’s office who is in the employ of the United
who has leaked information in tHis case, to the press or
occy eise, will b2 summarily dismissed from Governmen:
. Tkat's how strongly I fesl about it and I feel that way
z 1 would maks this ruling whether it was the Vice Presi-
r;:::' or any individual.
e have to remember that a hearing before a grand jury
t determination in the Amsrican process is one that is
o be in confidence, because zil kinds of c'.':?.r_zes ars
c‘1 w1l not stand up.in open court, and it’s only when
case gais to opez court that the press and the TV have
o cover it. Well, they have & .i;xt 10 cover it, but I mean,
2 z rignt, it seems to me to give such broad coverage to the

n

Resignation Possibility

r. President. did at any time during the VWaterzate
‘e you ever considered resicningz? Would vou cors igar
vou fzlt that vour capacity to govern had been seri-
kened? And in that connection, now much do vou think
capacity 1o govern has been weakened’

CC2 721G =" 873 JONGASSSIONSL OuUATIR, » il
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The a- Tt two ques
to the third qussition 15 thst it is true t}
to gruvera is concerned, that to he und=r a constant b
to 15 wxinutes a nigk:t on each of the three major netwuorks |
months—iends to raise soine guztions in the p=opiz’s
with regerd to the Prosident; and it may raise some guosiinns
with rezard to the capucity to govem.

But I also know this: I was elected to do a job. Water;;
i5 an episode that 1 deeply deplore; zad, had I been running 1‘
campaign—other than trying to run the country, and particularly
the foreign policy of this country at this time—it would nevar
have happened. But that’s water under the bridge. Let’s go on
now. =

The point that I make now is, that we are proceeding as
best we know how to get all those guilty brought to justice in
Watergate. But now we must move on from Watergate to the
business of the people—the business of the people is continuing
with initiatives we began in the first Administration.

Yatergate Oosessron

Q Mr. President— — = o

A. Just a moment. We've had 30 minutes of this press con-
ference. I have yet to have, for example, one question on the
business of the people. Which shows you ate—~how we're con-
sumed with it. -

I'm not criticizing the members of the press; because you
naturally are very interested in this issue. But let me tell you, |
years from now people are going to perhaps be interested in what |
happened in terms of the efiorts of the United Siates to build a
structure of peace in the world. They are perhaps going to be
interested in the efforts of this Administration to have a kind of
prosperity that we haven’t had since 1935—that is, prosperity
without war and without inflation. :

Becauvse, throughout the Kennedy years and throughout
the Johnson years, whatever presperity we had was at the cost
of either inflation or war, or both.

I don't say that critically of them. I'm sxmply saying, we've
got to do better than that.

Now our goal is to move forward then—to move forward to
build a siructure of peace. And when you say, have I—do ] con-
sider resiening: the answer is no. I shall not resign. I have three
and a half vears to go, or almost three and a half years, and I'm
going to uvse every day of those three and a half years trving to

get the pzopie of the United States to recognize that whatever |-

mistakes we have made that in the long run this Administration, |
by making this world safer for their children, and this Adminis- |
tration, by making their lives better at home for themselves and

their chiléren, deserves high marks rather than low marks.

Imp=acnment .

Q. Mr. President, as long as we're on the subject of the!
American tradition and following up Mr. Rather’s qusstions,
wnat was authorized even if thz burglary of Dr. Fielding's ofiice
wasn’t, what was authorized was the 1970 plan which by your
own cescription permitted illegal acts. illegal breaking and
entzring. mail surveiliance and the like. Now. under the Consii-
turion vou swore ao oath to exacute the laws of the United
States faithfully. If you were serving in Congress. would you not
be considering impeachment proceedings and discussing im-
peachment possibility azainst an elected public official who had
violated his oath of office?

A.1 would if I had violated the oath of office. I would
also, however, refer you to the recent decision of the Supreme |
Court or at least an opinion that even last year which indicates
inherent power in the Presidency to protect the national securtzv
in cases like this. I should also point to you that in the three
hennedy vears and the three Johnson years through 1956 when

urgiarizing of this type did take place. when it was authorizad.
on a very large sacle there was no talk of impeachment and it
was quite well known.
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lic servénts vou have ever known?

I look upon public servants as men
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and,
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¢ defendants?.
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ihe cz2 woiid be legal, in other words raising the defense.
=2z for zay goup. any individual, as you know is pe rfectly
izgzt coze 2 the time. But you raise funds for the pur-
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: s2:< also, on March 21, that there was an sttempt
. 1o biackmeail the White House, to blackmail the
by coe of the defendants; incidentalily, that dzfen-
=, but at least this is what Mr. Dean dscizred,
cemzin amournts of money were paid, I think it
fcr ztiormeys’ fees and other support, that this
iy d="=-iz:' would make 2 sta..emeat, nut vrith rerard
terzzis
i E'_'.':::.z_. had pa:mcua: responsxbxl‘t}.
=7y briefiv was this: I said as you look at this,
obvious. first, that if it is going to have zny
= that these individuals aren’t going to sit
o vears, they're going to have clemency. Isn’t
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N

zs far as this is concermned, that while we

=oner. end he indicated in answer tc my quss-

Srobably 1z2ke 2 miliion callars over four vears

cefencdant 2nd oiners on this h.nd of a ‘)’-'
¢ . Ancs

Sl

L around the problem of clemency bec
tay in jall sirsply because their famili
12t was why I concluded, as Mr. Haldeman recalls,
'd testify very effectively, when 1 szid *“John.
won't work, we can’t give clemency, and we've got
tory out. And therefore 1 direct you and I direct
d 1 dm:cl Ehrlichman and I direct '\hlch—.l to get ;

0

And that’s how the meeting on the 224 took place.

very well without any assistance from me. - .~ 2

Coordincﬁng Defense L _-

Q. Mr. Pr sident, earlier in the news conference vou sald

"that you gave Mr. Ha]de'nan the right to listen to one tape

because you wanted to be sure *“‘that we are correct.” And I A
thick I'm quoting vou correctly. Now, vou have indicated that -
you still feel that Mr. Haldeman and Mr. Ehrlichman zre two
of the finest public servants that you've ever know. You have met
with their lawyer ax]east twice that we know of. Are vou and

‘Mr. Haldeman end Mr. Ehrlichman coordmatmg theu’ and vour

defense and if so why. .~ .- -

A. No, no. As far as m)"defense is concemed I make 3t
myself. As far as their defense is concerned, their lavv) er demon-
strated very well before the committee that he can handle it

Agnew Resncnchon I ol

Q Mr. Pres)dent a follow-up questlo'l on t.he Arne\x situa-
tion. You have said in the past that any White Ho use official
who was indicted would be suspended and thzt\anyone convicted
would be dismissed. Should Vice President Agnew be indicied,
would you expect him to resign or somehow otbermse stand
down temporarily until cleared?

A. Well Mr. Theis, 2 perfectly natural question znd one
that any good newsman as you are would ask. But as yvou know :
it’s one that would be most inappropriate for me to comment
upon. The Vice President has not been indicted. Charges have -
been thrown out by innuendo znd otherwise, which he has denied
tc me personally and which he has denied publicly. And the talk
about indictment and the talk about resignation even now. I'm
not questioning your right to ask the question understznd. But
for me to talk zbout it would be totally mappmpnale that I
mzke no comment in answer to that question.

Check on President

Q. M:. President.

A. I'll teke the biz man.

Q. Thank you, M:. President.

A. 1 know my troubles if I don’t take him—or if I do.

Q. Looking to the future on executive privilege, there are
a couple of questions that come to mind.

A. T thought we just passed the point.

Q. Weil we spesk here of the fuiure.

A. All rxgnt.

Q. Where is the check on zuthoritarianism by xhe execu-
tive that the President is 10 be the sole judge of what the execu-
tive branch mzkes availzble and suppresses? And vou vou obev
a Supreme Court order if vou are esked and directed 10 produce
the tapes or other documents for the Senate cornmittee or for
the special prosecutor? And if this is not enough, is there anv
limitation on the President. short of impeachmen: 1o compei the
produciion of evidence of a criminal nature?

A. Is there anything else? -

Q. No. I think that will be enouvzh.

A. No, I was not being facetions: but I realize it’s a compli
cated guestion. The ernswer 10 the first question is t :
8 limitz non on the :e<iﬁé‘.r‘.'. in d::-::t eli fields
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ue limitetion of public opiniva; and, of
znd other pressures that may arise.

ve privilege 15 concerned in the Water;
- the LT.T. file, etc.—that this .—.d:.;m.s-
~ gone furiher in terms of waiving executive
AcCrzinistration in my mf-mor) Certainly a lot
rurcan was willing to go when I was on the
zll, urging that he waive executive privilege.
;er@ to what the Supreme Court will do, or say
p"ns secretary, assistant secrelary—DNMr,
snded to that already. 1 won't go bevond that.
2nd perticulerly T won’t make any statement on that matter
inis tize, wkhile the matter is still being considered by Judge

his decision will come down oa Wednesday,
make a2 comment. As far 2s the statement that
:.aée with regard to the President’s position of
finitive orcer of the Supreme Court is con-
tement stands.

Expioiters of Watergate

Q. Mr. President, sir, last.week in your speech vou referred
10 those =ho would ezploxt Watergate to keep you from doing
w2z b, Could vou sp—cxf’cally de;axl who those are?

—\ I would suggest ihat where the shoe fits, people should
= I woulc think that some political figures, some members
e p'& pzu.a;:ﬁ, some members of the te,e\nsnon, perhaps,
exploit 1t. I don’t nnp\rte, interestingly enough, motives,
that 2zre Improper interests, because here’'s what is

Tl do resign. T'n=re zre a g'eaL number of peop]=
Z at didn’t accept the mandate of 1972. A%er all,
o5t of the members of the press corps were not
i I understand that about either my election in
s not unusual. Frackiy, if I had always followed
cted or the polis pr edxcted, I would have
: ident.

e saving is this. People Who did not accept the
=ho do not want the strong America that I want
. w2o S5 not want to give, who do not want 10 cut down

f :2is Government burezucracy that burdens us so
gy 2=2 o give more of our Government back to the people,
=20 cdo not want these things naturally would exploit
t=s, I- it weren’t Watlergate, anything else in order to
==t from doiaz kis job.

n

L._

ey

‘er that T fziled. On the otber hand, I'm not going

w0 do a job, and I'm going to do the best I can,
2 ’a;r-mmced mambers of this press corps, and
'i_l reoort when 1 do well, and I'm sure

Wirefcps

vou recently suggested that if the late
nitiated 10 more v»i:euaps, he would have
he Oswzicd pian, a5 vou described it. and

ent the assassination of President Ken-

orrect yow. sir. I want to be sure that the
ect. I said if 10 more wiretzps could have found
It was a consprracy. or the individual, then it
worth :L. .—‘l..s far 2s I'm concemned, I'm no more
: ziion ihan anvbody else, but my
nat )ona‘ security area were very
jor a very gnod reason.
eals on the President’s life,
ms:.and that is why
2ps on news

'xTe s

vou think,
merit more nat
A. No,

then, that threats to assersinate the
iunzl security, wiretaps particularly?
no, as far as I'mm concerned, 1 was only suzgsting
that in termms of those times that 1o have the Oswald thing hap-
pza just scemmed so unbelievable that it—with his recor d with
his record, that it, with everything that everybody had on kim,
that that fellow could have been where he was in a position to
shoot the President of the United States seems to me 1o bz to
kave been a terrible breakdown in our protective security areas.
I would like to say, however, that 2s far 2s protection generally
is concerned, T don’t like it. And my family dossn’t like it. Both
of my dzughters would prefer to have no Secret Service. I dis-
cussed it with the Secret Service. They szyv they have too many
threats and they have to have it. My wife doesn’t want to have
Secret Service. And I would prefer and 1 recominended this just
three days =go, to cut my detail by one third because I noticed
there were criticisma of how much the Secret Service is spending.

Let me say, that we elweys are going to have threats 2gainst
the President. But I frankly think that one man, probcb.), is as
good zgainst a threat 2s a hundred, and that’s my view, but Iy
view doesn’t happen to be ir a2 mezjority there and it doesn’t
bappen to agree with the Congress, so I will still have a great
nucber of Secret Service around me, more than 1 want, more
than my family wants.

Q. Mr. President  duripe March _znd April vou received
from your siaff on ceveral occasions, information about criminal
=rongdoinz znd some indication that members of your staff

Q. Do
+Q

micht bzave heen jnvolved, The guestion, sir. 15 whv didn't vou
tumm this jnformetion over immediaielv to the prosecuiors,
irsiesd of kaving yvour own staff continue to make these investi-
gations?
AWl

for _the verv obvious reason that in March. for

“esample the man that was in constant coniact with the prose-

cutors was mv counsel, Mr. Dean. Nr. Dean was talking 10 Mr.
Perzrson I _sssumed that envt hmv he was telling me, he was

v I bave no xﬁp'noe' motives to them. I think-

telling the prosecutors.”
Angd in Aprl efter Mr. Dean left the investigation. Mr.
Ehrlichmen was in charge. I would assume—and, mcxde..tu]y,
Mr_Eb:lich—ezn did talk to Mr. Kleindienst—that 1s wWhy Il was

done that way. .
The President doesn’t pick vp the phone and call the Attor-

ney General every time something comes up on a matter. He:

depends on his counsel, or whoever he's done the jcb to—or,
given that assignment to—to do the job. And that is what 1
expected in this instance.

Q. Following on that, Mr. President— A. You've had one
now, you con’'t—yvou’ve had three. Go 2head.

Q. Mr. President, in your Cambodian invasion—in vour
Cembodian invesion speech of April. 1870, you reporied 1o the
American people that the United Staies had been stricily obsen-
ing the neutrality of Cambodia. I'm wondering if vou. in light
of what we now know, that there were 15 months of bombing of
Cambodia previous to your ststement. whether vou owe an
apoiogy 1o the American people? ;

A. Certainly not. snd cerizinly

not to the Czmbodian

p=cple. Becauvse. as far as this area is concermed, the zrez of

approximately 10 miles—which was bombed during this perind—
no Cambhodians had been in it for vears. It was tetaliv occupied
by the North Vietnamese Communists. They were usingz this area
for the purpose of attacking and killing American marines and
soidiers by the thousands.

The bombing wes taking—took place again
Vietnamese forces in enemy-occupied ierritony.

And as far as the American peopie a2re concermned. | :
the American people are vervy thankiul thai the Pl€~._
ordered wWihal Was necessary to save the lives of their men 2 ::'
sharin" this war—which he feund when he goi here. 2aé wrich
ondad _ £ &

st those Ncrth
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